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The threat may consist of a menace of destruction or of injury to person, character, or property.' For purposes of an extortion 
statute, which states that a person is guilty of extortion if, with intent to gain something, he or she directly or indirectly 
threatens to expose or impute to any person any deformity or disgrace, or to expose any secret, the term “disgrace” means to 
humiliate or cause loss of favor or standing, and the term “secret” means a fact that is unfavorable to the interest of a person 
and unknown to the public and that a person would wish to conceal.’ 


A threat to file suit unless a settlement is paid, even when made in bad faith, is not a “wrongful threat” within the meaning of 
the extortion statutes’ although there is some authority to the contrary.* 
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Footnotes 

j People v. Oppenheimer, 209 Cal. App. 2d 413, 26 Cal. Rptr. 18 (2d Dist. 1962); State v. Bassett, 151 Conn. 547, 200 
A.2d 473 (1964); Com. v. Miller, 385 Mass. 521, 432 N.E.2d 463 (1982); People v. Poindexter, 138 Mich. App. 322, 
361 N.W.2d 346 (1984). 

2 Phillips v. State, 121 Nev. 591, 119 P.3d 711 (2005). 

3 State v. Rendelman, 404 Md. 500, 947 A.2d 546 (2008). 
Threat to enforce payment of debt, see § 24. 

: State v. Hynes, 159 N.H. 187, 978 A.2d 264 (2009), cert. denied, 130 S. Ct. 1083, 175 L. Ed. 2d 907 (2010) 


(defendant, an attorney who lacked a client and did not personally patronize a hair salon, was not an aggrieved person 
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with standing to assert a consumer protection claim against the salon for alleged gender-based price discrimination, 
and thus, absent a good faith basis for threatening to sue the salon unless it paid him $1,000, the defendant was subject 
to prosecution for extortion). 
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